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 Reviewer’s comment Author’s comment (if agreed with reviewer, 

correct the manuscript and highlight that part in 

the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors 

should write his/her feedback here) 

Compulsory REVISION 

comments 

 

This article represents interesting data on recent finding of 

different strains of herpes viruses in Sudan. Viruses were detected 

in blood serum of horses and donkeys from different regions of 

the country using ELISE kits. As for me this article is more 

epidemiological than microbiological.  

 

The methodological base of this study is simple. However the 

presentation of the data should be improved.  

 

Table 1 should be arranged properly. It’s heading should be 

expanded and all information should be included to it. Statistical 

analysis data should be mentioned. 

 

Statistical analysis section could be added to the Methods.  

 

Language correction is welcome (for example REFERANCES - 
REFERENCES) 
 
Conclusion section should be improved and organized as the 
general summary of main result of the study. 
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Done 
 
 
Done 
 

Minor REVISION 

comments 

  

Optional/General 

comments 

 

I’d recommend to add to the Discussion section some comparison with 

the other studies of herpes viruses in animal populations in other 

countries with references on that studies. 
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